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then become partners in imperialism and in the
exploitation of others. And among these others
would probably be large numbers of our . own
people.

It is said, and I believe Gandhiji holds this view,
that if we achieved national freedom, this would
mean the end of British imperialism in India, and a
necessary result of this would be the winding up of
British imperialism itself. Under such conditions
there is no reason why we should not continue our
connection with Britain. There is force in the argu-
ment for our quarrel is :aot with Britain or the
British people, but with British imperialism. But
when we think in these terms, a larger and a different
world comes into our ken, and dominion status and
the Statute of Westminster pass away from the
present to the historical past. That larger world
does not think of a British group of nations, but
of a world group based on political and social
freedom.

To talk, therefore, of dominion status, in its
widest significance, even including the right to
separate, is to confine ourselves to one group, which
of necessity will oppose and be opposed by other
groups, and which will essentially be based on the
present decaying social order. Therefore we can
not entertain this idea of dominion status in any
shape or form; it is independence we want, not
any particular status. Under cover of that phrase,
the tentacles-of imperialism will creep up and hold
us in their grip, though the outer structure might
be good to look at.